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Claims 1-20 remain pending in the application. In the Office Action, claims 1 1-15 
were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(a) as being anticipated by U.S. Patent Application 
Publication No, 2003/0069040 to Chuang, et al. (Chuang). Further, claims 1 -10 were 
rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chuang in view of U.S. 
Patent Application Publication No. 2005/0197169 to Son (Son). Finally, claims 16-20 
were rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Chuang in view of 
U.S. Patent Application Publication No. 2003/0199289 to Kao, et al (Kao). 

Independent claim 1 1 recites the feature that the sheet metal member has 
angled leading edges on opposite sides of an opening of the sheet metal member. A 
careful review of Chuang reveals that this reference mentions nothing about having 
angled leading edges on opposite sides of an opening. 

Independent claim 1 has been amended to clarify that the battery floor supports a 
battery pack. Support for the amendment can be found in FIG. 1 and on page 3, lines 
15-17. No new matter has been added in view of this amendment. Moreover, claim 1 
already recites the elements that the housing of the electronic device includes the metal 
battery floor and that the low profile metal memory card tray is attached to the underside 
of the metal battery floor. The Examiner has attempted to designate a printed circuit 
board 120 of Son as a battery floor (see page 4, line 1 of the Office Action of July 28 r 
2006). Applicants respectfully disagree and submit that the printed circuit board 120 is 
actually part of a battery pack 100 (see paragraphs 0027 and 0029 and FIG. 2), and the 
battery floor in Son is part of the mobile terminal (see FIG. 1). Thus, in Son, the card 
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tray is part of the battery pack, and it is not attached to the underside of the battery 
floor. 

Independent claim 16 has been amended in a similar fashion (for support, see 
the citations listed above for the amendment of claim 1). Claims 16 also recites the 
feature that the memory card tray is attached to the battery floor and includes an 
opening through which contacts of the removable memory card extend such that the 
contacts are the only part of the removable memory card and the low profile metal 
memory card tray that touch the printed circuit board. The Examiner appears to 
contend that this recited feature is shown in Chuang. Chuang, however, simply never 
describes such a concept. In fact) the words "contact" or "contacts" are not even 
present in Chuang. Applicants also point out that Chuang never describes a memory 
card tray as being attached to a battery floor. 

The Examiner also writes that Kao discloses the concept of a battery floor 
positioned above the circuit board and a card tray that touches the circuit board (see 
page 5, lines 1-3 of the Office action of July 28, 2006). As best as Applicants can tell, 
the Examiner has attempted to equate the battery 180 with a battery floor (see above). 
The battery 180, however, is not the same as a battery floor that supports a battery, as 
one of ordinary skill in the art would understand those terms. Moreover, concerning 
dependent claims 2 and 17, Applicants point out that none of the prior art references 
describes a low profile metal memory card tray is laser welded to the underside of the 
metal battery floor. 

In view of the above, Applicants submit that the above claims are now patentable 
over the prior art. Reconsideration and withdrawal of the rejection of the claims is 
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respectfully requested. Passing of this case is now believed to be in order, and a Notice 
of Allowance is earnestly solicited. 

No amendment made was related to the statutory requirements of patentability 
unless expressly stated herein. No amendment made was for the purpose of narrowing 
the scope of any claim, unless Applicants have argued herein that such amendment 
was made to distinguish over a particular reference or combination of references. 

In the event that the Examiner deems the present application non-allowable, it is 
requested that the Examiner telephone the Applicants' attorney or agent at the number 
indicated below so that the prosecution of the present case may be advanced by the 
clarification of any continuing rejection. 

The Commissioner Is hereby authorized to charge any necessary fee, or credit 
any overpayment, to Motorola, Inc. Deposit Account No. 50-21 1 7. 



Respectfully submitted, 




SEND CORRESPONDENCE TO: 



By:^ 



Motorola, Inc. 

Law Department - MD 1610 
8000 W. Sunrise Blvd. 
Plantation, FL 33322 



Larry G. Brown 
Attorney of Record 
Reg. No.: 45,834 



Customer Number: 24273 



Telephone:(954) 723-4295 
Fax No.: (954) 723-3871 
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